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Even as briefly presented above, the discussion of M. Se'rol is seen
to be a very clean-cut presentation of the facts concerned in attention,
and any additional comments on my part would be superfluous.

FELIX ARNOLD.
NEW YORK CITY.

SPACE PERCEPTION.

Malebranche's Theory of the Perception of Distance and Magni-
tude. NORMAN SMITH. Brit. Jour, of PsychoL, 1901;, I. (Pt. 3),
191—204.

According to Malebranche, distance-perception in vision is a
'natural judgment' based on the signs of convergence, accommoda-
tion, magnitude of image, brightness and definiteness of image, and
number and kind of intervening objects. Magnitude-perception is
conversely a ' natural judgment' based on distance actually perceived,
but not on distance otherwise cognized. In this way the increase in
size of the sun near the horizon is explained as due to the sensible ap-
prehension of the intervening landscape.

These ' natural judgments ' are not framed by the finite mind, but
are framed by God on the occasion of the occurrence of the sign, so
that our knowledge of distance from direct perception is as if we had
reasoned it out from a complete knowledge of the details of nerve-
process, bodily position, and geometrical optics. This is only one
instance of the way in which our sensations are constantly interpreted
by natural, involuntary judgments, which Malebranche calls also
' composite sensations.'

This theory, says Smith, is superior to Berkeley's in that it does
not suppose an apprehension first of the sign and then of the distance
by association or inference, a supposition unjustified by analysis of
experience. On the contrary, the sign need not be perceived at all,
but the concomitant of the brain state produced by it may be the ap-
prehension of the distance alone. This ignoring of personal experi-
ence and activity in the building up of distance perception is on the
other hand, however, a defect in Malebranche's theory as compared
with Berkeley's.

The fundamental criticism passed upon Malebranche's theory is
upon the confusion resulting from the recognition on the one hand of-
the intellectual element in perceptions, which leads him to call them
' natural judgments'; and his attempt on the other hand to reduce per-
ceptions to mere sense agglomerates as regards the finite individual,
with the intellectual elements entirely on the part of God.
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